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antithesis of “‘ it was said to them of old. .A\bub'l say unto you 
§ must be regarded as a literary it represents not 
unfairly the extremely indepen which Jesus takes 
tothe Law and the 4 tion, whether:in approval or in: din 
|. ‘approval. “~ He taught as one having authority, and not 
(te 2 wv = k’shalet, “like a sovereign,” 
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as the 


in any case not “ag one authorized to teach ”). The question 
of -his “authority, however, was raised more decisively, “by 
what : did than by what he said. His high-handed assump- 
tion of control over the Tem le-courts was clearly ‘ai an ‘eet that 
lay outside the réle of 


prophet oneof the 0 
dls mpopyt Male vie 


thats 
Or @uvhority inde sovereign way of teac 
m contrast to. that of ‘the Rabbis. ‘Again (2); while he’ some- 
times taught in ‘@pophthegms; much of his utterance’ has the 


ing 

and this may well reflect’ ‘the made 

ch of Jesus'on matiy occasions. (3) There’ 
3 other“ pneumatic traits such as were: 
0. T:prophecy ‘there*is nothing incredible about’ the ‘accounts 
of the’ inaugural ‘vision with the Divine voice, or the vision of 
Satan’ fallen ‘from ‘heaven. (4) Jesus, like ‘other pr 
uttered: predictions, ‘having an historical reference. (6) 
the ‘prophets, he made use of symbolic acts. A clear example 
isthe of the-bread ‘at the Last Supper, and it is prob- 
able ayers certain of the “miracles” are to ‘be so interpreted 
e.gi, the Feeding of the Multitude andthe “ Cursir 
Fig: “Tree (see Wheeler Robinson Pro hetic Symbol” 
in Old Testament Essays, pub. Griffin). ‘are ra 
tional ‘prophetic traits, 
estimate of Jesus as’ 
This resemblance to the 0.T. prop ced 1 
(1) Jesus is represented as having received 
(ake “Isaiah, Jer and others) a definite vocation in a 
ience, and ‘the me of vocation; or even 


‘Math: xxv; 24: (2) This vocation 


“ 


: 


- 


sake 


& 


‘ 
| 
ry 
4 
a 
> 
G 
4 
; 
“a 
> 
q 
j 
G 
& 
‘ 
4 
“i 
bs 
4 
3 
4 
| 
‘ 
gh. 
4 rae 
» 
Sgt 
‘ 
~ 
: ~ 
4 
al 
at 4 
a be 
q 
a 
2 
y 
| 
¥ 
i 
. 
A 
‘ 


PRIMITIVE) CHRISTOLOGY 207 


involves the. possession of a Divine revelation received inr 
timate communion. Jesus knows God and.is “known: 
Him: fof. Jers is ix. 24),.andi‘ ‘ all. things. (that he 
are de ivered unto” him by God (of. Amos. iii, 7); ).Hence, 
like the prophets, he is (3) the representative. of God; to follow 
his teaching is to,do)the' will of God; to reject: him, is to, reject 
37: ¢f..1,Sam, viii. 7; XXxiil, 30-33, ete.), 
phets, Jesus, has mission to, the. nation; and 
are, related to. national. destin | Henee 
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‘Teca lis that. of 


(Mak 17), on: behalf. of the inward. and: | arac 

against the formalism of contemporary < sm, 
@) As Amos, Isaiah, Jeremiah, and indeed the prophets in 

attacked the unethical optimism of the “ false 
and declared that the “ Day LR ” should be not a da of 
triumph’ for the “ chosen. 
iniquity, so Jesus diss 
gious hope of his day, a 
Arid’ they in q 
tions ‘of thelr time in term 


“of volitiealsand ‘ist Teal 
abylon), ‘so’ he ‘seems ‘to ‘have'se 
ppro: Roman crisis the ‘maturing the divine 
plan, (3) Like the prophets, hé-announced ‘the: establishment 
of the Rule of God as certain and jmminent, in face of the power 
of evil in the world. (4) In view of all this, the ethical side of 
oh. became in. his ‘tea once: more matter of inward 
wer and insight; sinstedd: pulous adherence rules, 
or the prophets the wil of God is that whichis seen fo-be right 
by the native faculties of the human épirit:(as the ox knoweth 
his owner atid the stork.in the heavens her appointed. time). 
In.developed Judaism: it had come: to be. that which could be 
learned from) Scrip ture and tradition. Jesus appeal 
to the “single eye’. of the healthy spirit Ke 
“This is not to say that his teaching is a mere n 
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9, Paul, perhaps. alone of New Testament, writers, .was. 
with. Peter and. the circle.of eye-witnesses.. 


teaching of Jesus comes to us, not from the Gospels, but 
Paul; for’ Paul describes: the operations. 
Spirit,” that of the Spirit of Jesus,.the: character and lite of 
Jesus..a8 should. -re itself in’ Christians.....But whereas, 


Matthew, followed 1 in the. main-by Gentile. Christianity, re 
as. 


; only in so far ias-he appeals to 


obedien 
to here of relgion.*. 
Every christology that. fin 
word 


termis of values, which Jesus 
he: ihéarnated naust; be: fundamental for ehristology. 
we Proclaim the divinity of Jesus, it aust, be, mot, 
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‘the old cults of the rulers was applied to a God who had become 
manifest (éruparyjs). Son of God, which in the Ichthys 
placed between Christ and Saviour, o igi 
‘may, however; also have ite origin in Hellenism, and, at an 

rate, was capable of Hellenistic® in tation. Al 


terpreta 
“honorific titles, and also other christological phrases, are linked 
‘up’ with various conce 


cerning God and ‘theWorld, 
‘and concerning ‘Time and the end of Time (Jewish Apocal) tio, 


this, 
 ‘atbemipt to answer the question, ow knowledge of the historical 
‘figure 80 uickly transformed into belief inthe 


Terms ap interpreted me new way, 
and’ less or, finally, disappear 
For examp le, essiah was translated into’'G 


name; its Latin is little more 
he tite: Bon ‘of God it 
by be ined d d 
Bervant o ) was felt to te an to 
aats was therefore Son ; 
the title almost disappeared.) ‘The title:Son o 
38 similar istory.... In. of all these titles the description 
s tended to pre reat ‘and the ‘title j came into the 
‘But this‘ theory of the development of E Primitive 
iC ity it can be'said that, if it be accepted, the s 
‘and its importance for the 
le until today. considerations 
om a theological point 0 Views: 
passing ‘into. ound of the expression 
which has ‘already been ‘noted, was the result 


of that Christianity which was: ice 
suff Of the 

e suifering 
nt te God ae th as the slave of God that the 
justification salvation rests. «Buch ‘a Messiah, 
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such: a Messiah: only, abolishes the 0.T. law by: 
mbling-block (it was also 


The Cross remains unto Jews a stu 
a for the Primitive Church of Jerusalem, and 
even for the immediate disciples of Jesus the Cross appeared of 
ndary importance ¢ with the Resurrection and the 
Parousia), and unto Gentiles foolishness (the growing. Catholic 
Church attached more impc toap llosophical than to a 
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* a » 


“Tf the close eats between the Old ania New Testaments 
‘beeing phasized, and an unjustifiable separation’ of the two be 
it follows. possible to: treat 
Judaism and Hellenism simply as two ae 


that it is im 
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ience Ww ; | 


eld of the history of of reli ious 
hold Judaism and Hellenism to be equivalent are) right!.in 
Jewish Apocalyptic and Jewish Philoso 
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Hae 4 


with a. u 
and modern with a mere 
‘mysticism, which is nothing more than an ancient and moder | 
human self-satisfaction, 
and N. T. People of God, 
are woven into that history of salvation. which | 
mike the | - of the People of God under the Old 
Covenant. and to the events en a vide 
depends upon the ‘Messiabehip, Titles of 

specifi y. Jewish character may have -been. less ifre- 
Jewish xpiorés may have been misunderstood 
because it. was thoug bt of of as a. proper name, but the name 
Christ did remain. . The name is a mark which shows t 
; better, it is an Q.T. name, and 
ed. It. is an. essential element in: the 
tions-that Jesus. will 
as the Messiah to the ld end to establish the. 
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WARTBURG CONFERENCE 
has‘alteady been realized:in Him, but hitherto 
in Him. It must be remembered that when we speak of 
of of Christology, of Primitive Christianity, 
We are speaki of the’ Messiah. “The Messiah is He whom 
as the slave of God fulfilled the sto 
of narrated in Isiah ai. further, it is He 
ide in the realm of death and humiliation, but who has 
The original significance of the ion Son of God imple 
election by: OW this ‘old Oriental used ig 
and subsequently to ‘the fessiah, 4 mythological basis to His 
authority was excluded ; the idea conve was rather election 
as is seen by ite use in the N;T. (of. es 
ai iii. 22, Cod. D). ‘The of the. title Son “of 
documients it ‘is used to ney 
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gedordancs with the phraseology of the ancient cults (e: 
It must not be forgotten that in 
_ OT, God is called cwnjp, because He is the God of the M 
f. the use ‘of the verb vale), ‘The more ‘com’ 
Bi phrase Soviour of the World (John iv. 42; 1 John iv. 14 


si,  ~**I¢is hard to give any precise answer to the ques 
whether or: to what. of Nazareth’ Himself 
in ‘the christology thus briefly outlined. Christology 
ors interpretations of certain details may be later additions. | 
“of the secret edt i the detailed ‘pro 


of gm the Old and New Covenants were and must 


QALY 80 Inasmuc as the Messiah, after He has been rejected 
own people, gains a significance for the whole world: 
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The importance of the Beelzebub speech, ite:relation to 
as narrative of the Temptation and to such sayings as Matt. 
xi. 16-19, viii. 22: Luke ix. 60. The need of 
ane without exception (Luke xiii. 8, 4). 
‘9. Coticlusions from the foregoing¥ analysis. The: back 
ground of miracles, Kine and sayings is soteriological, 
salvation from sin. The Kingdom of, God and the Christology 
‘are separable. Mark x. 17-28; ‘re-examined inthe ‘light of 
this conclusion. Jesus is completely distinct and ‘unique not 
Sind; note the use of in th 
siias who need salvation are separated from their Saviour, the 
question arises as to whether the background is solely Jewish. 
The answer is and no. There was a complete 
— i limitation. Matt. x. 5, 6 is historically accurate 
‘In Its general sense, and his editing of Mark vii. 24-80 may be 
accurate in detail. ‘But this does not mean that a mission to 
‘the world lay outside the horizon of Jesus. There is no real 
| ‘Support for the view that Jesus was a Jewish reformer (Mark 
|: ‘and the ‘narrative of the so-called cleansing’ of the 
Temple ‘seems ‘to rule this out. the parable: (luke 
and the miracle of the (Mark xi. 12 ff:).. The 
| of the titles ‘Son of God; Son’ of Man, in preference to 
Christ, may also be explained as: anti-Jewish. ‘Salvation is ‘of 
Jews: but not for the Jews The whole: 
8 _ trembles on the brink of a greater hay pening, and the dividin . 
| Tine ‘ts the death of Jesus. Until that is accomplished ‘bo 
the and the efficacy of salvation are “Mark iv. 22 
esus not primaril 6 death o martyr 
in n the cause ‘of reform, but a redem . , and liberat- 
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g ‘thus is the narrative of the evetite leading ‘up — 
a Pr the Crucifixion reall intelligible; in addition to such. ‘sayings 
as Luke xii. 50, and ‘the Set wabeiy say ‘Mark, this 


e meaning of the words at the Last Su Nor must the 
the he merely a8 yemi- 
The contrast between three and four 
days is "the. istorical element. “Death could not 
The fat the: Last 
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its” benefits are ‘shown to be a 
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devil. This conflict and we find in 
at times grotesquely picturesque, terms. 
The Latin satisfacto-line is different. “The. view. hhere, is 
rational and legal: Christ satisfies the legal claims of hla 
the tension between the two. 


vieiw of the relation. between God and onrist (we:0 
idea of “ the Divine Nature” as ective in the work 
mment) and in its main thou; 

‘over the powers that oppose the Divine! Will... The 
in the case of type II. fa | 


the 


. — awork of the Human Nature of Christ: the contribution of.th : 
= §——sODivine Nature consists only in giving to the work of the Human — 

: os = an infinite value. But the strength of this type lies in 
ite ‘unwavering emphasis upon God's radical condemnation of, 
md antagonism towards, the evilofsinand guilt, = 
‘Both types are in medieval theology often intertwined. For 
type decidedly dominates: Christ is first. and 


‘bather the first 
_ _ foremost the Warrior and ‘Conqueror, who defeats and overcomes 
tyrants of humani wrath, law, the devil, and 
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_conclusion. 
tween God’s and His 
mination to avoid any doctrine of a merel complaisant ee 
ness is ‘most praiseworthy. But the alternatives: are stated MI 
in theform:: either complaisant love or satisfaction. 
doubtful thing is not that juridical terms are used; but-that eH 
these terms are used for t ‘about a rational 
denies any 
and speaks of God love hi 
lepth. The aton 
find rivalry between the atonement-motif 
ive: all attempts to to. 
ie. ‘Ouride masked 
pat least in the sense that 
clearly stand out in all ite: iii 
The oi of the Atonement is for the New Testament “a 
foremost a. work of release through the conquest of all i) 
t and present; the if 
yet the fight 
put down (1 1 Cor. Xv. 26). 
: ‘Seen from this dramatic point of view, the Cross immediately 
and necessarily stands in the centre of the Christian faith. 
The sovereign divine Love realizes the work of Atonement | 
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‘sins of the world. We cannot say how deep His sufferings Were — 
because we do not know either the inner life of Him, who knew 
not sin, nor the absolute.degree, of perfect solidarity into which 
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Church knew already of prophetic utterances, exorcisms,. and 
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Significance: of Martih Luther and: of the 
| “Reformation Doetrine Of JUSTIFICATIO SOLA: 


1. Without ‘rejecting the ancient’ ecclesiastical oo 


app to the Chiistology of ‘primitive’ times from 
‘fically different ‘angle—namely, that of sote “This. 
and still’ has; an’ immense influence not merel German 
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this unity... Art thou the only wise man ible that 
"et a others have erred and have erred 80 long ? at if thou 
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a Oh of God. | Remember your teachers, which . unto you the word 


[would also remind you of the issue of ther’s life. 


followed a description of the death-of Luther.) 
= « But Luther is also:a: ‘The text concludes with the 
‘words amitate their faith. We need in our day the) mighty 
(amanple of this man’s faith, Tt is: re how similar in man: 
respects our time is tothe period of the Reformation, 
time’ heaving with thoug t. New: questions and problems 
arise. What is.old ¢ ‘away; wha j is. new bursts forth; 
—_— ‘and it is hard to see what’ ill ‘emerge from: it all. . 
te shat tha ig the 
ee strong t age 1s an age o 
‘Allthe busy questioning of ssp is once set, loose, and new 
are set before us. And not the | of:these questions 
is the problem of the cokvenes _ After the storm of the last 
2 detades this remains the questiop of questions, and it rises before 
us in allats The never allows, us to rest; 
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Then it is that ‘our eye turns once again to him who here 
in the Wartburg, after great struggling, completed his work. 
The misery of mankind, sin and guilt, cast lim to the ground. 
His human search for God found nowhere an answer, not even 
in his Church. And yet the “1” cried in the dark for the 
“Thou,” until the answer came to meet him from far and yet 
so near. J am the way, the truth, and the life ; COMA 

ba. “All that fierce struggle to attain ‘God 
and a new life was: grace. 
proceeded: 


rome ‘They have; for this reason; never attamed unity. 
this unity we are now 


“For 


conversations of today the Person pr: Jesus Christ stands in the 
beginning and goal of union is perha iven. 
estion. 


qu 
y isolated sayings 


constructed se. ‘too human, divided 
the will.of:Jesus.. He wished His « 
‘one Body of which He is the Head: In his life Imther did not 
‘seem always to have shown the will to such unity, but his faith 
declares to us where this unity is to be found: in Jesus Christ, 
This faith we must follow, even 


our day. ‘Jast in:so far as.we seek not our‘own’glory, but 
give glory to His’ Name alone, will! the 8 Spirit of God teach us 


overlook what divides'us in order that the unity of the Spirit 
may be once more restored ‘the bond of peace. “Tt 
onl exist in the Churches of the 
be ridged—but this is no human work, ‘it must be wrought bj 

‘thes Spirit of God. - Let ispray for the comit the Holy Ghost, 


Ve stand under the infinence of the old castle of Lut 
and our thoughts are drawn to his memory. 
to the Luther-chamber there is. written a saying of 
Liither’s: “ Let no one fail to believe that God intends to do 
a deed through him.” ‘Though we are not such as to compare 
ourselves wit 1: Luther or ‘our deeds ‘with ‘his, yet’ we ought to 
have somethi of this courageous faith, ‘when we work for the 

union of the urches of the: Reformation. ‘Let us not fail to 
believe that this work must be done. It is the will of God. And 
us therefore 


searching. When in the lectures and 


His: ‘Person. Man-made’ 


to be one, to form 
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destroys our confidence in Such ‘an historical 
complains nat the respectable Life-of-Jesus- 


in the place of a. God- ‘Many’ 
who. in: their.day were not listened to. because 
they destroyed. many cherished. opinions,* have uttered ‘similar 
i warnings,.as did many representatives of an older 
Who were employed on specifically theological wor 
Warned. and directed the newer study of the 
true, of isolated | 4 
andthe importance of the different sections of the narrative; 
but in so it is fully aware that what is isolated must: be 
uaa tood from the whole, and that it is the christological 
them pa the second. chapter of the Epistle to the Philippians 
which is in the Sos els in a series of detached pictures. 
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ance a8 whole. . that: saying— 
ing—might “have. been spoken by a er 
— ority. This or that action—yes, all His actions—could have 
_ = done by another worker of miracles; but here acts One 
stands within the-b forth: of the. kingdom of God, 
. in Him. For this reason He forgives sins, 
with the Who 
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‘the Christ ap 
as the Saviour and Good She 
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are; He was the Friend of His people, and our 
Brother. "The sons of men, who suffer both internal and extérnal 
ering, ar ; m. The distressed ‘and 
where does Christ 
“nen serve and love their 
logy of which’ we have 
ing, Mind not’ gh things, 
buit condesoersd to men of low estate. There is precisely the work; 
the is abundant. May t the 


r— 


Lord God 
send us the trie workers; He use us as the true 
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this confession. of, the triviality,. | 
with which we have clothed it, and we stand trembling before its 
tremendous might. Thou hast the words of eternal life and Thou 
art Christ, the Son of the living God. Who can make this 
confession 
The whole pa p 

faith in Christ lies in. this. twofold Thou art and Thou hast. 
Primitive Christianity knows nothing of a soteriology and of a 
Christology, as though the 
ner'wou 


that. is. to with g their e 
Nor. it speak of this without confessing 
The reality of the Christolo is. the only g pe. that, 
“Word” is more than a sound which dies away, however m 
it be what the Son is justifies the 
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ness. has it not remained so up to the present day 


Fancy pictures and dreamy aspirations have again and oa 
when they were applidd to Jesus or even catié in 
Him, hidden Him from view rather than revealed Him. ‘Every Bee 
nation, every centur every ci 
thoughts. And in like manner every 


Him ever afresh, especially when we think that ‘we : 
highest categories. Then we.do not point 
se Ves, our tradition, our understand ing, our és : 
‘Till He breaks forth. one day with 

e Paul out of ee even in | i; 

soars. : 

with ight of + from the ideals of the Jews and 
Greeks to the offence and folly of the Cross, in order to praise Ug 
divine and wisdom, we are reminded of the 
many a painter has put into his picture 

of the Risen One, He flings aside. the st which the 


tomb by the force of His ap nce. So Christ breaks thro 
the venerable traditions and categories of the Jews and ae 


revolution the lifeand thought of the Apostle in like manner. 


* 
> 
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deseribes. the acts of Work: Prams. 
The it} act j is entitled: In the name of Jesus. all knees will — i 
bowed, and all tongues will confess Him. But that which the | 
Apostle as most. noteworthy. i in the histo 


Dross, Victory,. The earlie may: 
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modern science to us, in the 


continuous mechanical movement; 
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atte. 


6 of perceiving this world, a heart in which oY 
a divine self-comimunication, as fever be 


darkness, the 
of its true and we. all 
anyone believes that he ‘can 


| ver of 


‘this ‘condemnation. 
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and world-evil, “he 
But when the time was unfathomab 
counsel willed to bring in the of His Self-com- 


the | 


of the Son begotten of 
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"tt already. resent in the of. 
, development, history, genius of a 

by his education, surroundings, method of life.and — 
ces, but its or in must be sought in his mother’ syom>, 


and much more so, it was with Ch 
ce lay already.in, the womb of Mary. 
r was unique and su rn 
He was in the form of God... In thi here was the divil 
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carnation—with t in the form God is linked i 
dissolubly what Paul here narrates: alth = He was in ir 
form os God, He counted: it not a prize to 
This ‘womilietion is in the. Incarnation. 
form of a servant, the Incarnation would have remained 


incomplete—yes, it would have remained He could 
not have an idea! humanit, 


ke 


© Patt i is not satisfied even with this form. of as 
relationship with them. Paul advances an’ important step 
further, od says, thirdly , that Christ was obedient unto death, 
even unto the death on fh cross. Chantepie de la Saussaye : 
is fond of sayin ying, that we (Lutherans) possess a me 
Redemption, and our Anglican brothers have a theology of 
‘IT. would add that this is due to the fact. that 
nglicans are more. familiar with the Greek. Fathers than are oe { 
Western 8. “But the distinction. is obviously 


ble—both ‘belong inevitably together.” rhe human 
, because of the pe thet and decay wrought by sn 
and evil, lacks the purity and glory albenaet? by the Creator, 
A teal Incarnation must therefore enter deeply into the con- 
ditions of human life and share in the most. dire results of sit 
and condemnation. For this reason the glory of Him who was = 
born into the world appears in the most misetable and horrible —— 
form conceivable, in the martyred and bloodstained hi —y 
shed criminal. uae thus is the Thea ration “Of 
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fxaltation, What the Apostle 
fact has become true. A name was given to the Saviour above ae 
every namie, that at the name of Jesus every knee should —.< 

the Apostle wrote from his ‘prison oncerimg 
the worship Christ: arose in an obscure corner 
of the work oF 
have ‘seemed or madness: Every tongue 
confess Him Lord? Every, kneée\in heaven and on earth and 
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an idea;might rise in the excited brain of a Jew; and ‘yet it has - = 
true, and will become even more true. 
‘But whence arose the unique power and maj the 
Sidiione ¢ How can such a miracle have come into beiiig ? 
We must never forget that, however reverently and devotionally 
_ with all our powers and with all our experience of Christianity 
we may: have considered and's of the Incarnation during 
the past week, the Apostle derives the victory and unique 
sower of Jesus, not fro th ie Incarnation in the womb of Mary, 
but from the oxdvdadov of His form of a servant and from His 
Passion! His glory rests upon His fidelity in humiliation and 
from His suffering and obedience unto death. For this reason 
God exalted Him. The glory of the Incarnation is inseparable 
from the form of a servant and from the humiliation. A 
Presence of Jesus in the form of God without humiliation and 


1 Cor. xv. ‘94:98, , the Apostle fartber the 
act of World:Drama 

My brothers, shall we present then ‘That j is us the 
main problem of Christology. In the solidarity of wickedness 
and evil we have our rich share. Shall we al share in the 
victorious procession of the Servant of God? sy 

- The Apostlo does not present us with a play, i in pee that 
: jake wonder at it in awe and worship. He ruthlessly 
es strikes home, and exhorts us to have the same mind which was 
also. in Christ Jesus. Tf we are to have our part in Him, we 
must act as He did, not looking each one of us to his own things 
but also to the things of others, Faction or vainglory must. 
removed far from us.. Love, compassion, service and 
being of one accord and of one mind—these are the things which 
- unite us in a communion of salvation with the Incarnate One. 
Unity, the unity of Christians, is not some which we can 
gain or lose according to our theological or ecclesiastical position 
or point of view. A real and spiritual unity belong. 09 very 
profession of Christianity, If we have the same love, then 
- must be of one mind. The Incarnation, which was 


we 
perfected 
upon the cross, must be ‘perfected upon the cross, that our 
ee, may be destroyed and that the mind of Him who 


Incarnate may. waster us. in this manner does the 


Incarnation in the suffering and victorious form of a servant — 7 
attain its purpose. ‘Only th thts can we have a part in the blessed. 
work of ‘who was incarnate. Have we this mind, which - 


was.also in Christ? ‘That is for each one of us the Christologica! 
Problem. “Amen. 
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ON THE TRINITY AND THE INCARNATION. By 
of the Anglican. Communion. Edited by J. 
 Rawlinson,, D.D:, Student of Christ Church, Oxford. 
Longmans, Green and Co., Ltd. Pp. ix-416. 


Upeainal tic theology is a region in which scholars and divings 

of the Church of have been at home, and in which . 
they have done much notable work. The tradition goes back - 
at least as far as the great chap ters beginning with the fifty- 
first in the fifth book of Hooker’s Ecclesiastical Polity. ‘There 
we have dogmatics and history of dogma combined, and that 
has, on the whole, been reap of Anghean scholarship in 
this field. On the purely historical side its labours have Sein 
less impressive, pa ser if we are looking for works which 
ive more than a study o ot pastitnslas subjects. Yet, even here; 
. Bethune-Baker supplied an Introduction which, within’ the 


parison with Von Harnack 


limite of its survey, could stand a com 
or Loofs or Tixeront. . a of valuable monogra 


| Iti 1s to as con 
, of {degen that Dr. Rawlinson and his es have now made > 
& contribution of great value. This book 
rich in learning, many-sided, well-equipped on critical ‘issues, 
and definitely constructive in aim and tendency. And at points 
where roads diverge, leading to radically differing doctrines of 
the Trinity and of the Incarnation, there, so far as I can judge, 
the’ right road is'taken. ‘Those who believe that the’ ‘classical 
conserves and expresses Christian truth will 
pr these essays harmonious with their belief and a support to 
it. This conclusion is not weakened by’ “( 
which may be felt in ‘Matters a are nace of the nature of 
unimportant detail. 

But there is one serious omission in the Ih his 
Dr. Kirk says that ‘“ adoptionism, or indeed any doctrine of a 
purely human Jesus, is flatly contrary to the presuppositions — 
of this book,” a statement approved by Dr. Rawlinson in his 
divine.” It:is surprising at throughout the no seri 
attention is eiven:t the kind of position’ now to'be associated 


se 


_with the name of Dr. which; ‘in effect, denies 


om 


Professor contrasted the old 


Theology,” the 
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- antithesis of: Man and God” with the kind of doctrine which the 
_ evolutionist theology emphasizes. And that, as the article shows, 
bunts to a doctrine of progressive incarnation in humanity, 
 Sapremely revealed in Jesus. ‘‘If,” he writes, ‘Incarnation 
 bethe right term to-use to desotibe the facts about: Him, then 

‘ib is right to:say that in Him God was manifested in the world 
more plainly than before....” It would be unfair to say that 
_ this issue is wholly ignored in the present volume. Part of 


bears upon it. But it is not direct 
faced handled, and that I but 


stianity, with history of 
posed by the ( a Movement.” 8a 


in the subject of which 
ceedingly 


tent. There is. no. 
the monk: of tho Prophets. ...Dr. 
lends itself, to. much foolish the part 
persons whose: h the Old Testax 


the: Synop tic testi mony to-our 
Lord’s sense of. ron, oe especially develops the idea of 
Servant-Mess 

tic conception. ” the Servant, combined with passages 
Synoptic record, « our Lord looked, forward 


of the. Gentiles as resultin 

an 

offering of His life. There is, as Mr. Narborough woo te r 


Mr. Narborough argues that. the 


as-the-suffer- 
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’s article Mr. A. D. 

pends “A Note on the surrecti 
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a reviewer who had ° over the ground of Hell e 

justice to Mr. Nock’s great and 
or contest his conclusions. One: 
mind 


will 


the Spi they were doing 

abil does shake is. thé. 


Kirk, deals with “The Evolution of the Doctrine of the 
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which. alleged sl 


belief. distinction he draws iy the Christian doc- 
o 


a the empirical 
one Godhead : 


which: he lays on this fortification of belief. However much 


ora its possible truth ¢ Moreover, how 

as it were, of each activit 

circumincessio, a8 expoun 

- sueceeds Dr. Kirk’s? That Christian e 

‘in connection with the 
is undeniable, and Christian 
ie the doctrine, but Dr. Kirk’s : 


Paganism brings Dr. Kirk to the New of Special 


-binitarian direstinn: Dr. Kirk’s 
binitarian formule to which | 
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the.ithreeness of the Godhead—entered Christianity from some 


alien.source....” ‘Dr. Kirk criticizes effectively the: grounds 


‘Usener, Archbishop Séderblom, 
itarian character of Christian 


and other scholars tg the 


Trinity of “‘ ” or “ hypostases ” within the 
Godhead which is a unity oid twinde of associated. divinities 


is much to the point. On the other hand, I am doubtful as to 


grounds of belief in the “‘ three persons within the 
which he adduces, and still more as to the stress 


we may recognize “three distinct activities of the Godhead 
towards ourselves” (and here I the “ threeness’” 


difficult to justify), “ each sufficiently universal to be the expres- 
‘sion of a whole Some age pari up in one activity,” exist- 
ing contempo 


this. woald’ give us empirical support for a belief in three 


maging J and continuously, it would seem that 


persons in one Godhead,” only if it were not possible to conceive 
of such activities as existing side by side in @ unipersonal God. 

Is such a conce} impossible? If it is possible, how can we 
oes this distinctness 


person at the end, 


, tally with Hilary's doctrine of the 
ed by Mr. Green in the essay which 
xperience had its place 
= notions of Trinitarian doctrine 
rience remains consonant — 


posisidevadion: of the first Judaism 


activities which impels us to think iad a 


interest. attaches to his examination of the evidence for a 
* binitarian”’ as well as for a Trinitarian strain in the New 
That there were pre-Christian tendencies in a 
make clear; but despite 

. Kirk points, for instance, 


at the beginning of St. Paul’s letters, I: find it hard to believe 
that there was ever any serious possibility of a binitarian doc- 


trine of God. St. Paul, pace some modern scholars, did not 


‘identify the exalted Christ and the Spirit; he did think of the 
‘Spirit as belo 


nging tothe sphere of Divine reality. And though 
eatin texts taken by themselves would suggest that the Spirit 


nat is, there are others which are 
‘Kirk is;-of course,’ far from 


‘of New Testament 
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their ‘minds whether: they would interpret Christianity ine 
binitarian or trinitarian sense.” Ido not suppose thatthe 
writers had fully turned thetr minds to the question of in ‘tea 


tion, But the conjoining of the Spirit with God ‘and 


in @ way in’ which no other person or thing is conjoined with 
God and Christ means that in the New Testament the victory 
of Trinitarianism is not only anticipated but present. ' In so far 
as this is the case, our judgment of Dr. Kinks a of 
“ struggle between a binitarian and trinite terpreta-— 
tion of the Christian facts,”” main 


itself * ice nearl 
centuries,” will be affected. ‘But, apart from the: New 
ment, such a 


a of the course of dogt natic develop 
is highly criticizable. “8 


truggle” is a misleading 
Moreover, in so far as an like binitarianism it 


emerges 
does so as a doctrine of two Gods. It was impossible that such 
a doctrine: ‘And when the conviction: 


- Monotheism taken ly along with the New Testament co 
only. one reult—the doctrine of the Trinity. 
take & » three centuries for the definitive conclusion to be 
reached, and there were all kinds of oddities of thought and 
expression to which Dr. Kirk very fairly draws attention.’ ‘But 
a real possibility of a Christian binitarianism—that'1 cannot 

this a question more interesting than really im- 


“But a critical attitude at this: point must not 
lative of Kirk's labours.” The 


reen’s essay on “ 


| trine of the Trinity” is one of the ablest and most aubantive 
pieces of 


work in the volume. It is also one which raises @ 
number of highly controversial points for the student of dogma, 
and the limits of a review prt. not allow of ikea 
fall statement of the grounds for divergence from some of Me. 
Green’s conclusions. After a suggestive statement of cra 

approaches to “ the problem presented by the Christian 
ofthe Trinity” along the tines-of-a uralistic concept 

reality, or with “the unity of God, the ; 
point, or in accordance with Professor Pringle Povtison! 8 notion 


‘It did 


of Philosophy ” 

ience” are much ‘to be’ 

-argum ance is here 
afely than in the earlier pages. — tem: 


1e Later Development of the Doc- 


‘ofa yet unfolding God,” Mr. 
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cussion of “ Alexandria and the doctrine:of God of God,” 

| ns on! the theology .of Antioch, on, 
‘Athanasius and Rome, and on the Cappadocian Fathers. His 
pages present a picture of an evolution of true Trinitarian doc- 
trine h Ign Tertullian (on one side of his 
_ thought), Paul of Samosata, I Dionysius of Rome and Athanasius 
to point where the Augustine could expound the 

in such a8 to do justice to the essential unity of 

God and the reality of the 
of development Mr. Green sees the Alexandrines and the 
never able to disentangle themselves from 
to reach an adequate conception of the divine unity, o 
—& teal place in the Godhead for the Holy Spirit. ‘Iti will be 
est if I wed briefly. where 
happy as to his solution thet 
culties. He: tells us that Athanasius. 

subordinate to the other by the assertion 

2 tly two, God and Christ were in reality 
he 
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Trinity. -Over‘against this 
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went 


vidual being and not “ But if 

ca meant one in actual individual being, then it is difficult: 
to see how any kind of idea of personal distinctions within the 
‘Godheac preserved, and; so far from: the intro- 
duction of the term meaning. “that. eas was 


- 


Bot so:-much a victory bute comy 
which the. quotation 


doubtful validity. is bins: pluralistic Tertullian 
| ing of the substan or being of God a ATeC by three 
pes wholly economic 
Lert ‘who. is 


of ‘ substance’: and‘ don as for Paul 
-  gpafor Athanasius, meant ¢ one-thing and one thing only—viz., 
individual Green gives us Tertullian’ 8 
well-known ‘distinction substantia and natura. Yet 

1s of these Fathers to use. ousia, 
ian before them had used 
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eternally in the being of God, and coming 
into. what we may perhaps call personal existence for the pur- 
pose of the divine self-communication.” For the bad doctrinal 
repute of Paul Mr. Green 1 the Alexandrine bishops, who _ 
condemned him, as largely responsible. But if one:dissents from | 
Mr. Green’s criticisms of Alexandrine theology, one will hesitate 
to allow that the condemnation of Paul by Origenistic bishops 
is, in effect, a to his. orthedoxy.: do I think 
Mr: ‘Green’s note on the “ very dull ” Christology of Paul at. all 
4 His Christology was it 1s difficult to rega 
‘it orthodox—RMr. Green allows that he may. be accused of 
-Christological heresy—and the fourth-century Fathers. who 
thought of Paul as a heretic on the Trinitarian as well as on the 
issue may not have wholly missed the facts. 
“Finally, Mr, Green, while rightly full of appreciation of the 
guides of Trinitarian theism manifested in the doctrine of 
_ Augustine’and of his apprehension of the place of the Holy Spirit, 
does not estimate the Cappadocians. at their full value. The 
“pluralism ” Tho. Cappy i as a word 
i heo as its great 
a) | porter in pre the idea of Divine personal relations, whereas 
va in A the veality of such may at times seem 
tobe tened. overwhelming sense of the Divine unity 
both the Caappaddocians and . 
| jj. is only fair, in taking leave of Mr. Green, to:point out thie diff- 
_ culty of arriving at one agreed account of the progress of dogma 
and positions of early schools and individual theologians. 
_ Mr. Green can and does produce much good evidence in support 
‘of the positions he takes up; it is in regard to the relation o anat 


(Of the three: remaining more essays. 
ate by Mr. Brabant. The brief discussion of “A and 
Plotinus”’ is‘the more valuable because there is. a0 little in 
English to which an en -on this important subject can be 
referred. Mr. Brabant has a timely defence of the formula 
of creation.ex nihilo, a formula which would be objectionable 
if mhil were construed positively. “Is there,” he asks, “ any 
other form of words which protects us better « t Pantheism 
and Acosmism? It expresses, more firmly than Plotinus 
‘succeeded in e it, the doctrine that a are from 
~God; and yet that they are not ¢ nor do they-he make 


God.” 
Mr. is ‘on God and Time.’ 
with a clear and valuable statement of the: different 


are 


eid ing 


one 


~ 
we 
~~... 


4 i 
‘ 
3 
4 
> 
\ 


a broad division. ‘betiréen Progr and **-Monism,”’ and 
pointing out the difficulties in which ae is involved... He 
seems to me admirable in the criticism he directs at the exalta- 
tion of movement and search at the expense of achievement: 
he rightly refuses- to be intimidated by the word" stata 
But though Mr. Brabant’s own sympathies are) obyibualy 
with monism rather than with progressism, he is far from ev 
ing the intellectual difficulties of the former position. On the 
contrary, these are so patent that “Monism has been almost . 
bound to come to terms with Time.” A brief glance at the 
yr ere synthesis leads on to a considerstson of the consistency 
of thesis with Catholic theolday ogy, and finally to the 
of the of the Trinit »blem of sims and. eternity. 
‘ This problem involves t 1 n of freedom, and Mr; Bra- | 
bant dilemma. “ sows as a temporary reflection of 
an éternal fact, have liberty to differ from the eternal fact of my 
history’ already t with God?” But is freedom, then, an 
illusion ? On the other hand, can we think of God as “in any | 
sense’ eternal—.e., already perfect and complete 
liable ‘to be surprised by temporal occurrences ¢ “We need; I | 
think, to clear out of the way the idea of the relation ofthe = 
eternal to the temporal as in any sense a temporal relation in- 
God The verb “foreknow”’ as applied 
is religio ecessary, but philosophically unsatis- 
factory. "To find a pk aE > suggestive of the trus line © approach 
and able to stand cross-examination is far from éasy but might 
We not sa that God knows events as happening in ‘in the! temporal 
order, rather than that He foreknows them before they happen? at 
The event is a real event, a freely chosen fact of the temporal tt 
order, ¢ -as it occurs, and itis as it occurs that God knows it. at 
But that is not to'say that God is ignorant of it “ beforehand.” “I 


say that is to introduce once again a: falsd relation. In: his 
final section Mr: Brabant discusses the relation of God to the — awe 

created world in the light of the doctrine of the Trinity.. Here 
we come nearest to his own mind on the time- blem. The 


-Time-process,” he says, “breaks out the Bternity of G 
_ by a voluntary act of self-limitation, of which the relation of the . : 
Father to the Son is the eternal counterpart.” -Agam,"“God 
‘becomes’ in Time what He is eternally.” “These pages-are. 
an excellent example of sound thought and statement on a sub- a ! 
which does not allow us ‘to attain to a “ solution ” of ite Hl 
inherent paradoxes and antinomics, And Mr. Brabant makes i 
it clear that thed ctrine of the Mndrance, 
The final essay is by Professor Leonard Hodgson and has _— 


its title “‘ The Incarnation.” In its early we come much 
more in sight of the problem of the relation between God and 
man; or divine and human nature, 
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book... It seems to me unfortunate that Mr. ‘Hodgson uses- the 
adjective “‘ antipathetic” to describe patristic thought of the 
ifference between the divine ousia an the human. Radically 
different. because of the fact that one is uncreated. the other 
created—so did the Fathers conceive of the matter: but the 
word “‘antipathetic”’ bears an ily emotional tinge. 
And Mr. Hodgson admits as true that. distinction on which 
Fathers laid stress. In the on “ Manhood.’ and 
“Godhead” thére is a most useful discussion of the meaning of 
dis t which leads up to the 
conclusion that “‘ the manhood of each one of us is imperfectly 
belly ‘only real manhood is that of the 
acy whom we come to our 


con *. 


‘passive’. as. 
as with working,” 


nent is the tight kind of 
tial Of the orthodoxy of the pas more. 
modern minds. In'the brief survey of 


of creation is in the ‘problem of Christology. In 
\we see what that means for him. ‘His suggestion 
“ia ot Jesus is to he 


which sheds its light on all the rest.” ‘There is'much 
virtue in the way ‘Professor’ H reaches this point, but 
fam not convinced that in order to be in substantial agreement 
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which he sees it, and, as to creation. 
ay unimpaired the distinction 

ral and 
gnize ** the neces- 
the who 


and incarnation in the way in wt 
itself, both to maintain with him : 

between the finite and the infinite, the tem 
created. and the Creator, ’ and also +0 to. 
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may invo 
but it commits us less in that nage 
odgson’ 8 essay 18 a Ve od examp 
f this that, at vital 


attributes or qualities. whether we judge it — 4 
by its scholarship or by its religious grasp the book reaches a se 
Be’ of distinction which is the truest rewarc _of the labours 
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oe to wen been baffled but once, by the 
ways of tabbits. Widow Sutton spoils all other coppiees 
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with the conies . . . ther wes of ould but.a clapper alowed: ls kind of 
little fold or large hutch] now the conies overall. ...” It was the 
greed for free building materials which set. the people plundering Church 
bit - The Bishop himself was urged to pu down the chapter-house, 
i did so. But there are signs of lay animosity. The Mayor of Winton 
caly go to the Cathedral with hismaces u ht (a token of authori 
and tried to rate the Cathedral and close to © city’s share'of a subsi 
’ the Sheriff had already collected their tax. the other hand, 
we clearly perceive the direct dependence of Dean and Onapter on. the 
Crown and Archbishop. | 
‘ated con has ceriinly pleted for the most part has 
ucl competently, espec wi regard to to an: ea- 
‘But ought to be explanation of the 
Church litton,” of the tenement called a Whalbone,”’ and of “‘ the 
skoll ” which should be drunk on Berwick bridge. If this means 
_ Norse skoal it is interesting. Nor hasan editor any right to thrust aside 
the whole of land-holding and courts by a jaunty ty recommendation 
to regard them all “from a res sini ay a Yet her introduction 
forms 4 a third of the We could ve of the genea.- 


and for one of ition. 
AD. IREENWOOD. 


Sacra Lrrurcia Untversum. Editio altera. 


viii +168. 
Car. Beyaert, Editor Pontificius. Brugis. 1925. 


Among the fruits of the Oxford: Movement in this coun aid of the 
contemporary reawakening of Catholicism in Europe not the impor- 
tant has been the revival of interest in li matters. "In turning to 
the past and its faith men have naturally led to the lapidary ex-— 
_ pression of that faith in liturgies: ecclesia oredens takes shape for the future 
The rediscovery of hi forms and of their spirit 

ses op. hag process which is y no means at an end: the remarkable 


eloquent testimony to this. 

“At the same time the ancient material thus brought to igh a not cay 
of access to. the tiro, and such an gett as Father Os ewaert’'s 
is welcome. It has proved its utility era reprinted in 1925, 
after being first issued in 1919. This thorough manual, which 
passes from a definition of the meaning liturgy of the 
nature and of Christian worship to review the history of | 
Western liturgies in a lucid manner and with. adequate references to 
modern authorities: some in ‘pages are devoted to the modern 
- pevival of liturgical study, and an eloquent tribute is in them paid to 
English scholarship. din. Conclusion an interesting survey of the canonical 
position in: liturgical mattersisgiven.. 

In the new edition which this work deserves. ond will no ‘doubt attain 
‘Eduard Schwartz should be given joint credit with Dom Korey for the 

the same independently. willbe 
with interest. A. D. Nock: 
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MIRRORS OF THE HOLY. TenStudiesinSeactity. 
LUCY MENZIES, Author of ‘‘St. Columba of Iona,” ‘ Saints in Italy,” etc, 
With rontispiece and Four other Plates in Photogravure. 128. 6d. (Post 6d.) 


Studies of the lives and works often women distinguished for their sanctit , althou al are 
Extensive qdotations from the Saints’ own writings are a feature of the book, 

ples. By 


brought the Authority in the Church into prominen 
shown that a good deal of confused thinking exists about it in many quarters. «oo ibaa mares: | 
to remedy this by its clear and acute discussion of principles, avoiding controversial details. 


THE GOSPEL AND MODERNISM. By the Rev. A. BE BAKER, 
Author of “How to Understand Philosoph hlceopy,” ete. ‘With an Introduction by the 
- Very Rev, the DEAN OF YORK. 28, 6d. (Post 2d.) Cloth, 38, 6d. (Post 34.) 


A and well docamented critica of Modernist teaching on the Virgin Birth, Miracles, the 


AUTHORITY IN THE CHURCH. A Study in » Princi 
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THE ANGLICAN TRADITION. A. Discussion of. Eucharistic 
Dectrine. By the Rev. 5. C. 
Manchester. 6d. (Postad) a 

books could and few have ever put th ree Anglican pontion 
BY WAY OF ILLUSTRATION. A Collection of Stories, Tilus. i 
“trations, and Analogies for Preachers. By .C..A. AULT. With a Preface by the 

_ Rev. P. H. ROGERS, Vicar'of St. Mary's, Brookfield. 3s. 6d. (Post 44.) tp 

Sometimes," says George Herbert, of for them 
— 
This is a really useful book."-—Charch Times, 
GOLD, AND MYRRH. Collection of Original 

A i OF CHURCH LAW FOR THE CLERGY. By a 
E, J. C. NEEP, and B.A., Barrister-at-Law 
ensily the notation of thee many points of la: 

INTENTIONS AT THE EUCHARIS By the Rev. ELWIN 

festivals and days. are usually suggested by the Collect, Gospel. 

CHRISTIAN TEACHING AND. THE CHRISTIAN YEAR. Subjects i 
for Sermons for Two Years. By the Rev, H. L. GOUDGE, D.D., R a8 
of Divinity in the University of Oxford. 9d. (Post | 
commend this litle book with confidence. Times, 

SERMON OUTLINES. By MARCUS DONOVAN, Vicar of St. ‘Agnes, ; ‘ 

A. R MOWBRAY & CO., LTD., 28, Street, 

Oxford Circus, London, end } 
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